Aneraepr. ibxko 



over &mns. goa rejection ss respeeiiwtv unversed. 

The L\amm-;r agrees that bsrorns does not teach the "bpecbic opbsxsa.1 lengths. Hinge 
jku enne-w of both hie front portion sod the portion bom the p * ' - - v tho rear stodaoe. 
More speerbcahy the trout pernor; hemp equal to the seto portion or 00 none than [45] pore 
less than the roar portion," However, the Examiner asserts that 

p it would have beeo as? obvious sria.it or of design ehosce to msuoe the front portion a 
length of o mm and tho roar distance a iengt.h of about 10 eon or any rather optimal, 
lengths, or peseenlages of front ehsfanee as eonypareei to rear dnoasice., /or bagw.pnox 

have been a soo.ro design eoosklerahou baser! on ore length of the canons materials a 
objects included in the shaving head. 

This ss a olasssc exaooxle of hnoTighi reeonsiroelnvv The i-aatruoor as starting from, 
probban solved by rhe Aoobcane no : bahsnengp she cartridge aboes the pivot axis, Howeves 



Tho hbao'uoor bases his conclusion of obviotisness on the proposition that "it has beeo 
d that where die general conch boos of a Tarn; are disclosed rn the poor an. discovering the 
mourn or workable ranges involves only routine skill so the art, r ' glesmed no doubt from. 



I he proper less for non -obviousness ;s whether the differences between the a 
and the prior art are such that the churned subject matter as a whole woafo have beers 
a person having ordinary skid in the art to which the subject matter pertains, as expla 
Grab ; Afo hob. 1 ; lab ; 

Apple a? ! respecthbl; submits that t nsafo not haw. been ofo sou ■ to dm ant 
provide a cartridge in which me guard has ApplaaeuA churned balance m mm and r 
distances ham the Iron! the pivot, axis, thereby preceding a cartridge that w subsomte 
balanced aboat the pivot, a us foe Sxammer endeavors to support his conemsloe of 



In the shavsng bead." The verb fouaeovefo Is apt: there .Is noih 
ve led the artisam "based on the length of the various materials 
having head/' to modify Si.rn.ms to reach Appbcaeh- impure on. 



Board, "any one in possession of the reformation presented hy Hock et ah umbo uahmbiv 
capcrmneui ionw-Ci oePn m sahm ; > ^Aa-nipes aerc sA corweoeahon of amd m? 
commercial exploitation of the process, fo Irs eonirash rn the preseat case there is nothing 
adiatsoeve: in the art of record baa weald Ac- led da arba a; to believe that the Seams mace 
required bather optwaxanoe in a jay respect, much less nam respect to its balance characteristics. 

In view of the above. Applicants respectfully suborn, that the rejection ofohe churns as 
obvious i.e. view of annum is improper, arid request that it be withdrawn. 

Various dependent claims lame bean rej acted as anpaientable aver Siraow combined with 
secondary references {chums A 1 2-1 5, 46 and 47 •- Smmw an mew of A eprbie: chums 1 0 and 16 
- ail mas in view of Andrews; eiaun 1 1 -foiimms m view of bidder; and claims fobs and 48-49 - 



remarks: ) [owever : Apphearri reses s c>. d e right to address. arp ^.sch porn 
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